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STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE 
OF THE TELEPHONE INTERVIEWS - FINALITY OF 
THE OFFICE ACTION WITHDRAWN 

As a preliminary matter, Applicant's representative would like to thank Examiner 
Selby for courtesies extended in the telephone interviews conducted on May 16, 2005, 
June 14, 2005, and June 21, 2005, in which Applicant noted that the finality of the present 
Office Action was premature. 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges that the Examiner agreed that the finality of the 
Office Action mailed on April 14, 2005 was premature and that the finality has been 
withdrawn . 

The Examiner kindly issued an Examiner's Interview Summary dated June 30, 
2005, confirming that the finality of the Office Action mailed on April 14, 2005 was 
premature and that the finality has been withdrawn . 

Thus, the April 14, 2005 Office Action will be treated as a non-final Office 

Action. 

To summarize, Applicant noted that the Examiner applied a newly cited reference, 
Matsumoto, in rejecting independent claims 1, 9, and 32 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) and 
claim 44 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) of the present application, which was not necessitated 
by Applicant's amendment. 

In the Office Action, with respect to claim 42, the Examiner stated that Matsumoto 
is cited to support the Official Notice taken for claim 42 in the final Office Action mailed 
on January 5, 2005 (e.g., see Office Action at page 5, lines 3-6). 

However, in the present Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 9, and 32 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by newly cited Matsumoto, and claim 44 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over newly cited Matsumoto. It was 
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noted that the Examiner did not, however, state any reasons for the new grounds of 
rejection presented in the Office Action, or for that matter, any reasons for making the 
present Office Action final (see Office Action at page 29, numbered paragraph 13). 

In other words, in response to the final Office Action mailed January 5, 2005, 
Applicants merely amended claim 8 to make a non-substantive editorial change (i.e., 
adding a colon and new paragraph after the word "comprising"). No substantive 
amendments were made to independent claims 1, 9, 32, or 44. However, new grounds of 
rejection with respect to independent claims 1, 9, and 32, and dependent claim 44 were 
raised in the present Office Action, each of which having not been necessitated by 
Applicant's Amendment. Thus, the new grounds of rejection of claims 1, 9, and 32, and 
also of claim 44, based on newly cited Matsumoto clearly were not necessitated by 
Applicant's amendments. 

In the telephone interviews, Applicant respectfully submitted that the finality of 
the present Office Action is premature , and therefore, requested that the finality of the 
present Office Action be withdrawn. 

As mentioned above, the Examiner kindly agreed that the finality of the Office 
Action mailed on April 14, 2005 was premature and that the finality has been withdrawn . 

An Examiner's Interview Summary was mailed June 30, 2005, which confirmed 
that the finality of the Office Action mailed on April 14, 2005 was premature and that the 
finality has been withdrawn . 

Thus, the April 14, 2005 Office Action will be treated as a non-final Office 

Action. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-44, all of the claims presently pending in the application, stand rejected 
on prior art grounds. No claim amendments have been made. 

Particularly, Claims 1, 9, and 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by newly cited Matsumoto, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,833,861; hereinafter 
"Matsumoto"). 

On the other hand, the Examiner maintains that Claims 1-5, 8-13, 16, 23-26, 31- 
38, 40, 42, and 43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Allen, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,737,491) in view of Robinson, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,452,663), Claims 6, 14, 17-19, 27 and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Allen in view of Yamaguchi, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,493,828), 
Claims 7, 15, and 30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Allen in view of Yamaguchi, and further in view of Tsukahara (U.S. Patent No. 
6,026,407), Claims 20-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allen in view of Yamaguchi as applied to claim 14, and further in view of Robinson, 
Claim 29 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in 
view of Arai (U.S. Patent No. 5,576,758), and Claims 39, 40, and 44 stand rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in view of Robinson and further in 
view of Nagamine et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,564,070; hereinafter "Nagamine")- 

Further, Claim 44 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over newly cited Matsumoto. 

These rejections are respectfully traversed in the following discussion. 
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I. APPLICANT'S INVENTION 

The claimed invention relates to a photo service system and a camera for use in 
such a system. 

According to the claimed invention, images can be easily and efficiently printed 
and sorted merely by transmitting the image data from the camera after each image is 
captured . That is, the user simply captures an image, reviews the image on a display on 
the camera, and if a print of the image is desired, merely transmits the image. 

Thus, the process of ordering prints is greatly simplified since the transmission of 
the image data directly results in an image being printed according to the image data 
received by the base station and sorted according to the identification information of the 
camera that was used to capture the images (e.g., see specification at page 2, lines 3-18). 

Moreover, since the prints of the images are printed upon receipt of the image data 
and sorted according to the identification information for identifying with the digital 
camera that was used to capture the images, the printed images can be available for pick 
up by the user shortly after the image is captured (e.g., when the user returns the camera 
to the base station). 

Also, since the system is capable of identifying the area from which the image 
data was transmitted, the claimed photo system is capable of identifying on each of the 
prints the respective area where the image was captured by the camera (e.g., see 
specification at page 2, lines 18-21). 

Moreover, in an exemplary embodiment of the photo system, each image captured 
by the camera replaces the previous image. Thus, the camera in the present invention 
does not require a storage medium, various shooting modes, or various operating 
switches. Instead, the digital camera of the photo system only needs to capture an 



% Serial No. 09/753,576 6 
Docket No. FJ-2000-037US 
(MAS.004) 

individual image, display the image, and transmit the image. As such, the camera in the 
claimed system is easy to operate, small in size, lightweight, and less costly to produce 
(e.g., see specification at page 2, lines 21-27). 

Thus, the photo system of the claimed invention has clear advantages over 
conventional systems and is particularly suited for use in theme parks and amusement 
parks, where it would be advantageous to have an easily operated, lightweight, and 
inexpensive camera that may be used to reliably capture images without fear of losing or 
damaging the camera, which could result in the loss of the captured images (e.g., see 
specification at page 3, lines 1-4). According to the claimed invention, the process of 
capturing and ordering prints is greatly simplified since the transmission of the image 
data directly results in an image being printed according to the image data received by the 
base station and the printed images are then sorted according to the identification 
information of the camera that was used to capture the images (e.g., see specification at 
page 2, lines 3-18). Thus, the user merely takes pictures using the camera and then 
returns to the camera to the base station to pick up the prints captured by that camera . 
The conventional systems do not teach or suggest these features. 

For example, in an illustrative, non-limiting embodiment of the present invention, 
as exemplarily defined by independent claim 1, a photo service system structured in an 
area includes a digital camera which transmits image data of images captured by the 
digital camera and identification information for identifying with the digital camera , a 
base station which r eceives the image data and the identification information transmitted 
from the digital camera, and a photo service center which prints the images according to 
the image data received by the base station and sorts the prints of the images according to 
the identification information received with the image data. 
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Other exemplary embodiments of the invention, as defined, for example, by 
independent apparatus claims 9 and 32, and independent method claim 44, recite 
somewhat similar features as independent apparatus claim 1 . 

II. THE PRIOR ART REJECTIONS 

A. With respect to the new ground of rejection of claims 1, 9, and 32 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by newly cited Matsumoto, Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. 

The Examiner alleges that Matsumoto discloses all of the features of the claimed 
invention. However, for the following reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that the 
Examiner has mischaracterized the features of Matsumoto and that Matsumoto, correctly 
considered, does not disclose or suggest all of the features of the claimed invention. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Independent Claim 1 

For example, independent claim 1 recites, a photo service system structured in an 
area, the photo service system including: 

a digital camera which transmits image data of images 
captured by the digital camera and identification information for 
identifying with the digital camera; 

a base station which receives the image data and the 
identification information transmitted from the digital camera; and 

a photo service center which prints the images according to 
the image data received by the base station and sorts the prints o f 
the images according to the identification information received 
with the image data (emphasis added). 

That is, according to the claimed invention, the process of ordering prints is 

greatly simplified since the transmission of the image data directly results in an image 

being printed according to the image data received by the base station and sorted 
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according to the identification information of the camera that was used to capture the 
images (e.g., see specification at page 2, lines 3-18). 

Since the prints of the images are printed upon receipt of the image data and sorted 
according to the identification information for identifying with the digital camera that 
was used to capture the images , the printed images can be available for pick up by the 
user shortly after the image is captured (e.g., when the user returns the camera to the base 
station ). 

Thus, the photo system of the claimed invention has clear advantages over 
conventional systems and is particularly suited for use in theme parks and amusement 
parks, where it would be advantageous to have an easily operated, lightweight, and 
inexpensive camera that may be used to reliably capture images without fear of losing or 
damaging the camera, which could result in the loss of the captured images (e.g., see 
specification at page 3, lines 1-4). The user merely takes pictures using a particular 
camera and then returns to the camera to the base station to pick up the prints captured by 
that camera . 

In comparison, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest at least these 
features of the claimed invention. 

That is, contrary to the Examiner's position, Matsumoto does not disclose or 
suggest "a digital camera which transmits image data of images captured by the digital 
camera and identification information for identifyin2 with the digital camera ", as recited 
in claim 1 (emphasis added). 

Instead, Matsumoto merely discloses that the digital camera "generates user ID 
data for identifying the user of the digital still camera 9, frame ID data for correlating 
each picture frame with the compressed frame image data, and print order data that 
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represents various commands entered through a key input 21" (see Matsumoto at column 
3, lines 5-9; emphasis added). 

Matsumoto does not, however, disclose or suggest that the digital camera 
"transmits... identification information for identifying with the digital camera ", or for 
that matter, that such " identification information for identifying with the digital camera " 
is used by a photo service center to sort the prints of the images , as recited in claim 1 
(emphasis added). 

Indeed, nowhere does Matsumoto disclose, suggest, or even mention that the 
digital camera generates identifying information that generates data for identifying the 
digital camera itself , but instead, only discloses generating identifying information for 
identifying the user of the digital camera. 

Applicant notes that, with respect to claim 1 , the Examiner does not even cite any 
support for this recitation of claim 1 . However, with respect to independent claims 9 and 
32, the Examiner cites column 2, lines 48-67 and column 3, lines 1-22 of Matsumoto as 
disclosing that the camera 9 transmits identification information for identifying the digital 
camera. 

Applicant submits, however, that a careful reading of the cited portions of 
Matsumoto clearly shows that Matsumoto does not disclose or suggest transmitting data 
that identifies the digital camera itself , but instead, merely transmits data identifying the 
user , the frame identification data, or the print order data. 

In fact, Matsumoto does not even contemplate a system in which the printing of 
the image data and the sorting of the printed images is based on identification information 
of the camera (i.e., identification information of the device ) which was used to capture the 
images. Instead, Matsumoto clearly discloses only transmitting user information of the 
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user who captured the images with the camera. Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that 
the Examiner's ground of rejection mischaracterizes the teachings of Matsumoto. 

Applicant submits that the ordinarily skilled artisan would recognize that a digital 
camera which generates " user ID data for identifying the user of the digital still camera" 
is not the same as, or equivalent to, a digital camera which "transmits image data of 
images captured by the digital camera and identification information for identifying with 
the digital camera ...and a photo service center which... sorts the prints of the images 
according to the identification information received with the image data" (emphasis 
added), and indeed, does not (and cannot) provide the advantages of the claimed 
invention as described in the present application. 

Further, Applicant notes that the Examiner relies on column 4, lines 25-30 of 
Matsumoto as disclosing that the device of Matsumoto "sorts the prints of the image 
according to the identification information" as recited in claim 1 . However, Applicant 
respectfully submits that Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest (either in the 
cited portion of Matsumoto, or anywhere else in the disclosure of Matsumoto) that the 
prints are sorted according to the identification information of the digital camera used to 
capture the images, as claimed in claim 9. 

Instead, Matsumoto discloses a bill printer 33 that determines the user's name by 
the ID number, which is printed on the backside of the color paper 4 1 for each printed 
picture frame, and prints out a bill (i.e., invoice) containing the user's name , the date and 
time of delivery, the place of delivery, the charge, and other necessary information about 
the finished prints. In contrast to the claimed invention, Matsumoto merely discloses that 
the bill (I.e.. invoice) can be mechanically correlated with the hard copies of the finished 
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prints having the same ID number and bar code (e.g., see Matsumoto at column 4, lines 
19-31). 

Matsumoto does not, however, disclose or suggest a photo service center that sorts 
the prints according to the "identification information for identifying with the digital 
camera " as recited in claim 1 . Instead, Matsumoto merely discloses that a bill (i.e., 
invoice) is correlated with the hard copies of the finished prints based on the user's name 
and information. 

Thus, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest at least this feature of the 
claimed invention, as recited in claim 1 . 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that there are 
clear and distinct structural differences between the novel and unobvious features recited 
in independent claim 1 and Matsumoto. Thus, independent claim 1 clearly does not "read 
on" the Matsumoto reference. Therefore, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest 
all of the features of independent claim 1. 

Independent claim 9 

As another example, independent claim 9 recites, inter alia: 

at least one digital camera which selectively transmits image 
data of images captured by the at least one digital camera, and 
identification information for identifying the at least one digital 
camera: 

at least one base station which receives the image data and 
the identification information transmitted from the at least one 
digital camera; and 

a photo service center which automatically prints the images 
according to the image data received by the at least one base 
station and sorts the prints of the images according to the 
identification information received with the image data (emphasis 
added). 



Serial No. 09/753,576 12 

Docket No. FJ-2000-037US 

(MAS.004) 

Applicant submits that, for somewhat similar reasons as those set forth above, 
Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest all of the novel and unobvious features of 
independent claim 9. 

As mentioned above, with respect to independent claim 9, the Examiner cites 
column 2, lines 48-67 and column 3, lines 1-22 of Matsumoto as disclosing that the 
camera 9 transmits identification information for identifying the digital camera . 
However, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest transmitting data that identifies 
the digital camera itself , but instead, merely transmits data identifying the user , the 
frame identification data, or the print order data. 

Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner's ground of rejection 
clearly mischaracterizes the teachings of Matsumoto, and that Matsumoto clearly does not 
disclose or suggest "at least one digital camera which selectively transmits... 
identification information for identifying the at least one digital camera " as recited in 
claim 9 (emphasis added). 

Applicant submits that the ordinarily skilled artisan would recognize that a digital 
camera which generates " user ID data for identifying the user of the digital still camera" 
is not the same as, or equivalent to, a digital camera which "transmits image data of 
images captured by the digital camera and identification information for identifyins with 
the digital camera ...and a photo service center which... sorts the prints of the images 
according to the identification information received with the image data" (emphasis 
added), and indeed, does not (and cannot) provide the advantages of the claimed 
invention as described in the present application. 

As mentioned above, Applicant also notes that the Examiner relies on column 4, 
lines 25-30 of Matsumoto as disclosing that the device of Matsumoto sorts the prints 



Serial No. 09/753,576 13 
Docket No. FJ-2000-037US 
(MAS. 004) 

according to the '"'identification information for identifying the at least one digital 
camera " as recited in claim 9. 

However, for somewhat similar reasons as those set forth above with respect to 
claim 1, Applicant submits that Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest (either in 
the cited portion, or anywhere else in the disclosure of Matsumoto) that the prints are 
sorted according to the identification information of the digital camera used to capture the 
images, as claimed in claim 9. 

Matsumoto does not disclose or suggest a photo service center that sorts the prints 
according to the "identification information for identifying the at least one digital 
camera " as recited in claim 9. Instead, Matsumoto merely discloses that a bill (i.e., 
invoice) is correlated with the hard copies of the finished prints based on the user's name 
and information. 

Thus, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest at least this feature of the 
claimed invention recited in claim 9. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that Matsumoto 
clearly does not disclose or suggest all of the features of independent claim 9. 

Independent claim 32 

As another example, independent claim 32 recites, inter alia, a photo service 
method including: 

capturing and viewing images with a digital camera; 

selectively transmitting image data of the captured images 
and identification information for identifying the digital camera; 

receiving the transmitted image data and identification 
information at an at least one base station; 

printing the image according to the image data received by 
the at least one base station; and 

sorting prints of the images according to the identi fication 
information received with the image data (emphasis added). 
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Applicant submits that, for somewhat similar reasons as those set forth above, 
Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest all of the novel and unobvious features of 
independent claim 32. 

As mentioned above, with respect to independent claim 32, the Examiner cites 
column 2, lines 48-67 and column 3, lines 1-22 of Matsumoto as disclosing that the 
camera 9 transmits identification information for identifying the digital camera . 
However, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest transmitting data that identifies 
the digital camera itself , but instead, merely transmits data identifying the user , the 
frame identification data, or the print order data. 

Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner's ground of rejection 
clearly mischaracterizes the teachings of Matsumoto, and that Matsumoto clearly does not 
disclose or suggest "selectively transmitting image data of the captured images and 
identification information for identifying the digital camera " as recited in claim 32 
(emphasis added). 

Applicant submits that the ordinarily skilled artisan would recognize that 
generating or transmitting " user ID data for identifying the user of the digital still 
camera" is not the same as, or equivalent to, generating or transmitting " identification 
information for identifying with the digital camera " (emphasis added), and indeed, does 
not (and cannot) provide the advantages of the claimed invention as described in the 
present application. 

As mentioned above, Applicant also notes that the Examiner relies on column 4, 
lines 25-30 of Matsumoto as disclosing that the device of Matsumoto sorts the prints 
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according to the "identification information for identifying the digital camera " as recited 
in claim 32. 

However, for somewhat similar reasons as those set forth above with respect to 
claims 1 and 9, Applicant submits that Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest 
(either in the cited portion, or anywhere else in the disclosure of Matsumoto) that the 
prints are sorted according to the identification information of the digital camera used to 
capture the images, as claimed in claim 32. 

Matsumoto does not disclose or suggest sorting the prints according to the 
"identification information for identifying the digital camera " as recited in claim 32. 
Instead, Matsumoto merely discloses that a bill (i.e., invoice) is correlated with the hard 
copies of the finished prints based on the user's name and information. 

Thus, Matsumoto clearly does not disclose or suggest at least this feature of the 
claimed invention recited in claim 32. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that Matsumoto 
clearly does not disclose or suggest all of the features of independent claims 1, 9, and 32. 

B. Claims 1-5, 8-13, 16, 23-26, 31-38, 40, and 43 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in view of Robinson. Claims 6, 14, 17- 
19, 27 and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in 
view of Yamaguchi. Claims 7, 15, and 30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Allen in view of Yamaguchi, and further in view of Tsukahara. 
Claims 20-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in 
view of Yamaguchi as applied to claim 14, and further in view of Robinson. Claim 29 
stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen in view of 
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Arai. Claims 39, 40, and 44 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allen in view of Robinson and further in view of Nagamine. 

For at least the following reasons. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
Examiner's positions, and therefore, traverses these rejections. 

Applicant incorporates herein, in their entirety, the traversal arguments set forth in 
the Amendment under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111 filed on August 3 1 , 2004 and the Amendment 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 filed on March 1, 2005, for the Examiner's convenience. 

i) Independent Claims 1, 9, and 32: 

With respect to claim 1, in the "Response to Arguments" section of the Office 
Action, the Examiner alleges that Robinson discloses that the printer of the fulfillment 
center can sort the prints of the images according to the identification information 
received with the image data (see Office Action at page 3, lines 13-16). On the other 
hand, in the text of the rejection, the Examiner cites column 2, line 47 to column 3, line 
13, and column 7, lines 39-49, of Robinson as disclosing a print sorter to analyze the 
customer order and organize the images in the correct sequence taking into consideration 
the number of images in the order and the size of the images to be printed (see Office 
Action at pages 7-8, bridging paragraph). 

However, Applicant respectfully submits that Robinson, or for that matter, the 
Examiner's explanation of Robinson, does not disclose or suggest sorting the prints of the 
images "according to the identification information received with the image data", as 
recited in claim 1. Applicant again notes that "identification information" clearly is 
defined by claim 1 as being "identification information for identifying with the digital 
camera". 
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Instead, as the Examiner points out, Robinson merely discloses a print sorter that 
sorts based on the customer order , the number of prints , etc. Robinson does not , however, 
disclose, suggest, or even mention the specific structural features recited in the claimed 
invention. That is, Robinson clearly does not disclose or suggest sorting the prints of the 
images "according to the identification information " ''for identifying with the digital 
camera", as recited in claim 1 . 

Thus, Applicant submits that, even assuming arguendo that it would have been 
obvious to combine Allen and Robinson, the resulting combination still would not 
disclose or suggest all of the features of the claimed invention. 

On the other hand, Applicant respectfully reiterates the present rejection merely is 
identifying individual elements of the claims in separate references rather than 
considering the claimed invention as a whole for what it fairly teaches to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. 

Thus, Applicant respectfully reiterates that Allen and Robinson, either individually 
or in combination, discloses or suggests the claimed combination of " a photo service 
center which prints the images according to the image data received by the base station 
and sorts the prints of the images according to the identification information received 
with the image data", as recited in claim 1 . 

With respect to claims 9 and 32, the Examiner alleges that Allen and Robinson 
disclose all of the features of claims 9 and 32 for similar reasons. 

Applicant respectfully submits, however, that Allen and Robinson, either 
individually or in combination, do not disclose or suggest all of the features of claims 9 
and 32, for somewhat similar reasons as claim 1 above. 
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Thus, Applicant traverses the rejections of independent claims 9 and 32 and 
requests that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw these rejections. 

ii) Claim 31: 

Claim 3 1 recites, inter alia, that "the at least one base station selectively receives 
the image data and the identification information based on a proximity of the at least one 
digital camera to the at least one base station " (emphasis added). 

That is, the claimed invention specifically and positively recites that the base 
station selectively receives the image data and the identification information based on a 
proximity of the at least one digital camera to the at least one base station . 

In comparison, Allen merely discloses that "a sports photographer can transmit 
his digital images locally via wireless transmission to a local image fulfillment server at 
the stadium with instructions to make prints" (e.g., see Allen at column 1, lines 60-64). 

Applicant submits that, while a "local" fulfillment center or base station may be in 
a proximity of the camera, Allen clearly does not specifically and positively disclose or 
suggest, or for that matter even contemplate or mention, selectively receiving the image 
data and the identification information based on a proximity of the digital camera to the 
base station . 

That is, the claim does not merely recite that the base station is in the proximity of 
the camera , according to the Examiner's position. Instead, claim 31 specifically and 
positively recites that the base station selectively receives the image data and the 
identification information " based on a proximity of the at least one digital camera to the 
at least one base station". 
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Applicant submits that the Examiner must establish that each and every limitation 
of the claimed invention necessarily is present in the cited reference being relied upon. 

In this case, clearly Allen and Robinson, either alone or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest that data is received based on a proximity of the camera to the base 
station . In other words, merely sending the image data to a "local" fulfillment center does 
not necessarily disclose the affirmative recitation of selectively receiving the image data 
based on a proximity of the camera to the base station , as claimed. 

Moreover, in the "Response to Arguments" section of the present Office Action, 
the Examiner alleges that Allen discloses that the "fulfillment center only receives image 
data sent to its specific line using a telephone number that determines the proximity of the 
service center when transferring data over a phone and the term local discloses that the 
base station in proximity to the camera will receive the data" (see Office Action at page 
4, paragraph regarding claim 3 1 ; emphasis added). 

However, Applicant respectfully notes that the Examiner has not cited any support 
for this assertion, and the Examiner has not explained how a telephone number (which 
could be called from anywhere) could be construed to disclose receiving image data and 
identification information "based on a proximity of the at least one digital camera to the 
at least one base station" as claimed in claim 3 1 . 

Thus, the Examiner is requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 

31. 
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iii) Claims 10 and 33: 

Applicant notes that claims 10 and 33 recite, inter alia, that "the photo service 
center identifies the prints of the images based on a location corresponding to the 
respective at least one base station that transmitted the image file" (emphasis added). 

However, with respect to claims 10 and 33, the Examiner alleges that Allen 
discloses identifying each of the prints of the images based on a location corresponding to 
each of the base stations that transmitted the image file, "because the location where a 
print is to be sent is corresponding to the base station" (see Office Action at page 4, lines 
13-15). 

Applicant respectfully submits, however, that the location where the print is to be 
sent has nothing to do with the "location corresponding to the respective at least one base 
station that transmitted the image file " as claimed, for example, in claims 10 and 33. 
That is, merely disclosing where the prints are to be sent clearly does not disclose or 
suggest " identifying each of the prints of the images based on a location corresponding to 
each of the at least one base station that transmitted the imase file ", as claimed. 

For the foregoing reasons and for the reasons incorporated herein by reference, 
Applicant submits that Allen and Robinson, either individually or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest all of the features of claims 10 and 33. 

iv) Claim 40: 

Contrary to the Examiner's assertions in the "Response to Arguments" section of 
the present Office Action (see Office Action at page 4, with regard to claim 40), 
Applicant respectfully submits that Allen, Robinson, and Nagamine, either individually or 
in combination, do not disclose or suggest all of the features of claim 40. 
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For example, claim 40 recites, inter alia, that "the location of said camera at the 
time of transmission is automatically printed on the prints of the images" (emphasis 
added). 

The Examiner again relies on column 6, lines 21-38 and column 7, lines 13-17 of 
Nagamine as allegedly disclosing that "the base station comprises a plurality of base 
stations that selectively receive image data and identification information transmitted 
from the digital camera based on a location of said camera at a time of transmission of 
the image data of each image" (see Office Action at page 4; emphasis added). 

The Examiner further alleges that "fijt would have been obvious to annotate the 
print of the Allen review (sic) in view of the Nagamine reference wherein the location of 
said camera at the time of transmission is automatically printed on the prints of the 
images in order to see where the picture was taken when viewing the prints" (see Office 
Action at page 4; emphasis Applicant's). 

However, the cited portions of Nagamine, which are relied upon by the Examiner, 
clearly do not recite these features, nor has the Examiner cited any other portions of 
Nagamine in support of such a conclusion. 

Applicant submits that conclusory statements, which are unsupported by the cited 
references, are not sufficient to establish a prima facie case of obviousness. 

For example, contrary to the Examiner's stated position, the cited portions of 
Nagamine merely disclose that image data, not the print of the image data, has position 
information (e.g., see Nagamine at column 6, lines 21-32 and column 7, lines 13-17). 

Specifically, Nagamine discloses that "the data of the position information is 
added to the image data stored in the image data storage 11 (ST78)" (see Nagamine at 
column 6, lines 21-32; emphasis Applicant's). 
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Also, Nagamine discloses that "[t]he image data transmitted at this time is image 
data having position information if the position information is added to the image data, 
or image data having no position information if no position information is added to the 
image data" (see Nagamine at column 7, lines 13-17). 

The cited portions of Nagamine clearly do not disclose, suggest, or even mention 
that "the location of said camera at the time of transmission is automatically printed on 
the prints of the images", as defined, for example, by claim 40 (emphasis added). 
Moreover, the Examiner has not cited any other portions of Nagamine in support of such 
a conclusion. 

Thus, Nagamine clearly does not make up for the deficiencies of Allen and 
Robinson, and the Examiner is requested to reconsider and withdraw this rejection. 

v) Claim 42: 

With respect to claim 42, the Examiner cites U.S. Patent No. 6,833,861 to 
Matsumoto to support the Official Notice taken for claim 42. However, for the reasons 
set forth below with respect to claim 44, Applicant respectfully submits that U.S. Patent 
No. 6,833,861 to Matsumoto is not available as prior art to the present application under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(c), since Matsumoto was commonly assigned to Fuji Photo Film Co., 
Ltd. at the time of the invention, as evidenced on the face of the Matsumoto patent. 

vi) With respect to the remaining rejections over numerous 
combination of, for example, (a) Allen and Yamaguchi, (b) Allen, Yamaguchi, and 
Tsukahara, (c) Allen, Yamaguchi, and Robinson, (d) Allen and Arai), and (e) Allen, 
Robinson, and Nagamine, Applicant submits that these claims are patentable over the 
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cited references by virtue of their dependency from independent claims 1, 9, and 32, for 
the reasons set forth above, as well as for the additional features recited therein. 

As mentioned above, Applicant incorporates herein by reference, in their entirety, 
all of the traversal arguments set forth in the previous Amendments filed by Applicant, 
for the Examiner's convenience. 

The Examiner respectfully is requested to reconsider such traversal arguments in 
view of the foregoing additional traversal arguments, and accordingly, to withdraw the 
rejections of these claims and permit all of the claims of the present application to pass to 
immediate allowance. 

C. Claim 44 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over newly cited Matsumoto. 

Applicant respectfully submits, however, that U.S. Patent No. 6,833,861 to 
Matsumoto is not available as prior art to the present application under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(c), since Matsumoto was commonly assigned to Fuji Photo Film Co., Ltd. at the time 
of the invention, as evidenced on the face of the Matsumoto patent. 

Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that U.S. Patent No. 6,833,861 to Matsumoto 
is not available as prior art to the present application under 35 U.S.C. § 103(c), and thus, 
the rejection of claim 44 should be withdrawn. 

Applicant notes that the foreign priority application of JP 09-072008 to 
Matsumoto was published on December 12, 1997. Applicant attaches herewith a copy of 
JP 09-072008 to Matsumoto which was published on December 12, 1997, for the 
Examiner's convenience. 
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However, Applicant submits that JP 09-072008 to Matsumoto clearly does not 
disclose or suggest all of the features of a photo service system, as defined by claim 44, 
for at least somewhat similar reasons as claims 1, 9, and 32 above. 

III. FORMAL MATTERS 

Applicant respectfully reiterates that request for the Examiner to acknowledge 
receipt of and accept the replacement sheet for Figure 8 , which was filed on August 31, 
2004. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant submits that claims 1-44, all the claims 
presently pending in the application, are patentably distinct over the prior art of record 
and are in condition for allowance . The Examiner is respectfully requested to pass the 
above application to issue at the earliest possible time. 

Should the Examiner find the application to be other than in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the local telephone 
number listed below to discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a telephonic or 
personal interview . 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in fees or to 
credit any overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481. 



McGinn & Gibb, PLLC 

8321 Old Courthouse Road, Suite 200 
Vienna, VA 22182-3817 
(703) 761-4100 
Customer No. 21254 



Respectfully Submitted, 





Joh^d,uvp6h y Esq. 
Registration No. 46,672 



Sean M. McGinn, Esq. 
Registration No. 34,386 
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